Corporate Watch. 


Newsletter 


Issue 3: May - June 2001 
This issue’s feature: 
The Great Local Food Scam: 


Most people are coming to realise the 
environmental and economic benefits of 
eating local, seasonal produce. The 
supermarkets have spotted a marketing 
niche and most now have local or regional 
sourcing policies. But have they really had 
a change of heart? Does this mean an end 
to air-freighted New Zealand apples in 
September? Or is it just the greenwash 
departments working overtime? Pippa 
Gallop took a trip to her local 
supermarket... 
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UN-Corporated 


This month, Corporate Watch jiu 
has had representatives an i 
off to conferences in Estonia 
and Sweden. Both focused on a 
the so-called Rio+10 summit: 


to take place in Johannesburg = 
in September 2002, ten years 
on from the Rio Earth Summit. 
The Johannesburg meeting is 
intended to focus on reviewing 
the progress (if any) made in 
implementing the Rio 
agreements; it will also look at 
the implications of new 
technologies, and at the role 
played by the international 
financial institutions and financial markets. 


What was Rio? 


Overtly the 1992 Rio Earth Summit was a 
well-intentioned attempt to achieve 
‘sustainable development’: linking 
environmental crises with the need to 
redress the wealth imbalance between the 
industrialised north and non-industrialised 
south. Five major agreements were reached 
which were supposed to map out the path to 
a sustainable future: the Climate Change 
Convention, the Forest Principles, the 
Convention on Biodiversity, the Rio 
Declaration and Agenda 21. 


The reality of Rio was very different from 
these utopian ideals. Alarm bells should 
have rung as soon as the Secretary General 
was appointed. He was Maurice Strong, a 
multi-millionaire Canadian businessman 
whose interests included oil and mining 
and who argued, at the preparatory 
conference in New York, that the Rio 
meeting should aim to be compatible with 
the General Agreement on Tariffs and 
Trade (GATT, forerunner of the WTO). 


The outcome of the Rio conference bore out 
everyone's worst fears - each of the five 
agreements was heavily influenced by pro- 
free-trade ideology, courtesy of Northern 
governments, particularly the US, and the 
industry lobby groups. The US was able to 
hold the world to ransom by refusing to sign 
the Convention on Biodiversity (aimed at 
preserving genetic resources and giving 
some protection to indigenous people's 
knowledge) and by insisting that the 
climate change convention contain no 
specific targets for the reduction of 
emissions. Slightly more subtly, industry 
lobby groups such as the Business Council 
for Sustainable Development and the 
International Chamber of Commerce were 
able to ensure that the final agreements 
were mere watered-down parodies of their 
original intent. Lobbying by the ICC 
ensured that Agenda 21 contained no 
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reference to controlling transnationals or 
enforcing environmental cost accounting. 
Any legally binding legislation that might 
have hindered the activities of transnational 
corporations was replaced with seemingly 


altruistic voluntary agreements and 


promises of self-regulation. 


Perhaps the most worrying outcome of the 
Rio summit was the ease with which TNCs 
and northern governments were able to co- 
opt the language of environmentalism. A 
green commentator later wrote: 


It [the Rio Earth Summit] was a stupendous 
waste of time and money, a ‘long flatulence’, 
a sprawling day-care centre for 
environmental wanna-bes, the occasion for 
the ‘highest level international policy 
centred mumbo-jumbo you can imagine’, a 
defining moment in the evolution of 
greenwashing. } 


What has happened since? 


In the 9 years since the Earth Summit the 
deterioration of the global environment 
driven by unsustainable consumption has 
continued unchecked, and the gap between 
North and South has continued to grow. 
Increasing economic globalisation has led 
to the consolidation of corporate power 
over many aspects of our lives. It is the 
international financial institutions: the 
IMF, World Bank and WTO, rather than the 
UN, which now call the shots on global 
environmental and development policy. 


It seems unlikely that the Johannesburg 
summit will be anything other than more of 
the same, given current trends. In recent 
years the relationship between the UN and 
TNCs has become more explicit. In July 
2000 Kofi Annan launched the Global 
Compact, an alliance between the UN and 
some of the worlds largest and most 
ethically challenged TNCs. Corporate 
criminals such as Shell, Rio Tinto, Novartis 


and Dupont have become sponsors of UN 
cont. on p.2 
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Russian Nuclear Nightmare 


In April, the Russian parliament voted to 
allow the import of up to 20,000 tons of 
spent nuclear fuel from around the world. 
The plan, by the atomic energy ministry 
Minatom, is supposed to raise money for 
Russia's nuclear clean-up program and 
general expenditure, but it will mean 
massively increased risks from the 
transport of nuclear material and if, as 
planned, some of the fuel is reprocessed, 
Russia could end up with even more waste. 
(see Newsletter 2 for feature on this issue) 


Meanwhile, Lockheed Martin, the world's 


largest military-industrial corporation, is 
due to start work on a $55 million 
experimental plant to decommission 
Russian military rocket fuel in the city of 
Votkinsk in Udmurtain Republic, Russia. 
The plant will be used for the destruction 
of over 900 engines from Soviet era 
nuclear missiles, including the 
incineration of 17,000 tonnes of solid 
rocket fuel. Incineration of this fuel forms 
highly toxic polychlorinated dioxins such 
as furans and biphenyls. It will be built in 
a densely populated area 4km from the 


South Africa Drugs Victory 


Campaigners around the world celebrated 
when the 39 drugs companies suing the 
South African government dropped their 
case after talks with the government. They 
were challenging a law allowing South 
Africa to import cheap generic versions of 
patented drugs in cases of health 
emergency such as the AIDS crisis - in 
other words, the pharmaceutical 
transnationals wanted to preserve their 
profits at the cost of the lives of South 
Africans dying for lack of drugs. The case 
had turned into a PR disaster for the drugs 


giants, with demonstrations around the 
world on the first day in court and 
condemnation from numerous NGOs, 
Nelson Mandela, the EU and even George 
Bush. The UK governemnt, however, 
refused to uphold South Africa's right to 
protect its citizens and, in a report written 
by the pharmaceutical industry and 
endorsed by the government, called for the 
preservation of current patent laws. 


See CW website for more on this story 


Bilderbergers meet in Sweden 


For the last 50 years a secretive selection of 
the world's most powerful men (and a very 
few women) have been meeting up in 
luxury hotels. The network, the Bilderberg 
group, claim their meetings are just private 
get- togethers for exchanging ideas, while 
others say this is the way the elite sets the 
agenda behind our backs. 


This year's Bilderberg meeting took place 
on May 24-28 on an island off Sweden's 
west coast. The Wallenberg family 
(probably the most economically 
influential group in Sweden) hosted the 
meeting and the Swedish secret police 
(SAPO) was responsible for the rigorous 
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activities. In return for direct input into 
UN policy and having their name associated 
with the UN (possibly the ultimate 
greenwash opportunity) these TNCs have 
agreed to a set of voluntary principles on the 
environment, human rights and labour 
rights. There is no mechanism to ensure 
that participating corporations comply with 
these principles. 


Preparing for Johannesburg 


The ASEED gathering in Estonia was a week 
long 'teach in' and strategy meeting of 
mostly European activists, intended to 
launch Aseed's UN-Corporated project. 
There emerged a realisation that the UN is a 
huge sprawling monster of an organisation, 
multifaceted and full of internal 


security. 


Countries in the network each send a 
delegation of at least a business leader, a 
politician and an intellectual to the 
meetings. Participants are forbidden to 
talk about what goes on. This is supposed 
to foster the open and free exchange of 
ideas. The Bilderberg group has attracted a 
lot of attention from far right conspiracy 
theorists. They claim this is the secret 
Jewish conspiracy that controls everything 
in the world. The attention the Bilderberg 
group has received from the far right put 
off most left wing organisations from 
staging a protest outside the meeting. 


contradictions. At the moment the UN 
seems too weak and too thoroughly co- 
opted by corporate interests to effect any 
meaningful change, but questions over its 
legitimacy were still raised: 


Do we even want a UN, a world government 
based on the participation of 
unrepresentative national governments? 


Or should we call for a stronger UN, a UN 
able to enforce its policies and hold national 
governments and TNCs accountable for 
their activities? 

The Youth Conference on Environment and 
Sustainable Development in Sweden was a 
more conventional affair - 250 
representatives of ‘global youth’ sat in a 
hotel discussing how to make the world a 
better place. Questioning the existence of 


centre of Votkinsk. A similar project in the 
US (ten times smaller than the current 
scheme) proposed for a sparsely populated 
area of the Nevada desert was shelved 
because of environmental concerns. The 
scheme is being financed by the US 
government and will be run by Lockheed 
Martin for 5 years before being handed over 
to Russian rocket manufacturing company 
Topol. 


Public opposition to the scheme has been 
vocal. Activists organised a municipal 
referendum in which 94% of voters opposed 
the scheme. Topol banned their employees 
from taking part and monitored those who 
went to vote. The results of the referendum 
have been nullified by the local 
administrative court. Local groups and 
Russian environmental direct action group 
Rainbow Keepers are organising an action 
camp for mid-July. For more information 
contact the organising group in Moscow on 
tw@ecoline.ru or rkrz@ecoline.ru 


Shell Shocks 


Friends of the Earth International and local 
environment groups have forced Shell to 
backtrack on plans to explore for gas in 
Pakistan's oldest national park. The joint 
venture with Premier Oil (best known to 
campaigners for continuing to work with 
the Burmese military junta in the face of 
international condemnation), was to be 
part of a planned major expansion of Shell's 
exploration activities, but on 9th May the 
company announced it was swapping its 
stake in the project for a share of another 
exploration project in a __ less 
environmentally sensitive area, leaving 
Premier in control of the Kirthar National 
Park project. FoE International is 
continuing to take Premier to court over 
possible damage to the park if exploration 
goes ahead. 


the UN was not on the agenda, though many 
of the participants were rather more radical 
than the organisers (the Swedish 
government as EU president) appeared to 
have anticipated, and the conference ended 
in a row over whether the final statement 
should call for the abolition of TNCs. 


Whatever your opinion of the long-term 
future of global government, in the run-up 
to Johannesburg Corporate Watch's priority 
will be to highlight corporate influence at 
the UN. Working with other groups such as 
ASEED, we hope to shatter the illusion that 
the Johannesburg meeting is anything other 
than a vehicle for fine sounding empty 
rhetoric that will allow corporations to carry 
on unhindered with ‘business as usual’. 

1. Tom Athanasiou, Slow Reckoning: The Ecology of a 
Divided Planet, 1997 p.10 
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Babylo : 


n Times 


Babylon hath been a golden cup in the Lord's hand, that made all the earth drunken: the nations have drunken of her 


wine; therefore the nations are mad. Jeremiah 51:6-8 


Chocs Away 


According to scientists the world's chocolate : 
supplies are under serious threat. Scientists : 
from the US department of Agriculture have : 
announced a mission to save chocolate for : 
the world. Coincidentally these are the: 
same scientists who work for the Alternate : 
Crops and Systems Laboratory. Yes you've : 
guessed it - they're touting GM chocolate. : 
Apparently intensive farming has made the : 
crop more vulnerable. Hidebound : 
primitivists might claim this as cause for a į 
return to the traditional methods, but those : 
bright boys and gals at the US Department : 
of Agriculture have seen the light and know } 
that the answer to problems caused by: 
technology is, of course, more technology 
What could possibly go wrong? 


e e 
Organic Corporations 
We don’t want to put you all off your: 
cruelty-free eco-muesli, but here a few: 
snippets of takeover news which might stop : 
us from getting too excited by the whole 
organic thing as the solution to life, the 
universe and everything: 

Rachels Dairy and Organic Matters: 
BOUGHT BY HORIZON (American: 
multinational) 
Ecover BOUGHT BY GROUP FOUR (other : 
interests include prison security, 
particularly Campsfield Immigration : 
Detention Centre) 
Go Organic foods BOUGHT BY UNILEVER į 
(global multinational). i 
Seeds of Change is owned by Mars: 
Incorporated (US Multinational) i 


; ‘The 


Mum and Dad Inc. 


: Scot-Track, Britain's 
: vehicle manufacturer, says business is 


POS ELD 


‘Mr Manochehr Salek, chief executive of 
most northerly 


being killed off by high labour costs. “We 


: have a joint venture with a Slovakian 


company. Their manufacturing costs are 


: £5.00 an hour, against £25 here. Their 


chief engineer is on £5,000 while his 


PM4GM? 


‘Biotechnology products and 
processes have an increasingly 
important role to play in ensuring 
that the UK enhances its industrial 
competitiveness and is a leader in 
the race for world markets. [We] 
aim to anchor the benefits of 
publicly funded bioscience 
research in the UK. ' 


Was this quote from 1. a Monsanto 
press release? 2. an Aventis 
corporate brochure? 3. The 
Department of Trade and Industry 
website? Makes you all warm and 
fuzzy to know your taxes are being 
spent to help swell the coffers of 
| this hard-pressed industry. 


What's really going on?! 
www.spin-on-this.com 


Crankshafting the Workers 


counterpart here would be on at least 


£50,000. You can't compete with that”. 
Financial Times 3 May 2001. 


Once again we see that far from Britain 
being a ‘soft touch’ for Eastern Europeans - 
Eastern Europe turns out to be the real soft 
touch for global business. 


Corporate Social Responsibility? 


notion of corporate social 


: responsibility coincides with the even 


i stranger idea that activist groups represent 


‘Head of corporate parenting. Ref 4816 In: 
Birmingham we want our children looked : 
after to have the opportunities any good : 
parent would want for their children...your i 
role will be implementing our corporate : 
parenting pledge. You will lead for the : 
division on key 
partnerships including 
Quality Protects. You 
will promote evidence 
based practice making 
significant improvements 
to the education and health 
outcomes for = 
looked after'. Job ad by 

Birmingham City Council, 
Guardian Society May 9 
2001. Blimey, whatever * 
happened to tender loving * 
care? 


“civil society”. 


are wrongly deemed powerless it 
suggested that only concerted action by : 
companies, activist groups and : 


governments can achieve the global goals 
n what every right thinking person is 
upposed to agree...The role of well run 


lanet. Let them not make the error of 
onfusing the two.’ Martin Wolf, Financial 
imes 16 May. 


How much easier life would be if all : 


orporate capitalists were this honest. Just 
magine the statements that might come 
ut; Shell representatives would be giving 
nterviews saying, ‘Nah, we never gave a 


: damn about Ogoniland, we’re just in it for : 
: the money.’ Monsanto press releases would : 
: attempt to reassure the public, ‘We are : 
: deliberately releasing potentially dangerous 
; genetically modified organisms, but the : 


Since elected governments : 
is i 


ompanies is to make profits not save the : 


Sod that... 


short-term financial prospects are 
fantastic.’ British Aerospace’s new slogan 
would be, ‘We kill for cash.’ Perhaps not. 


Count me out 


:Hands up who's sent their census form! 
iback? Me neither. Hands up who assumed} 
ithe information was confidential? Just me: 
then. ; 


:A call to the Office of National Statistics! 
:Press Office confirms that as is usual: 
practice, from the middle of next year: 
:information will be available to big business : 
iGust ring Customer Services!). ‘It's alli 
janonymous’ explained a spokesman. Oh: 
iwell, that's alright then. Except that: 
iinformation from this census will be: 
: available postcode by postcode - which can: 
mean just a few households - or even one. 
: OK, and what companies are making use of: 
this information? ‘Sorry, can't tell you that -: 
: commercial confidentiality.’ : 

r= 
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The Great Local 
Food Scam 


Most people are coming to realise the 
environmental and economic benefits of 
eating local, seasonal produce. The 
supermarkets have spotted a marketing 
niche and most now have local or 
regional sourcing policies. But what do 
these actually mean? Have they really 
had a change of heart and does this 
mean an end to air-freighted New 
Zealand apples in September? Or is it 
just the greenwash departments 
working overtime? Pippa Gallop took a 
trip to her local supermarket... 


Reading all the PR about local food 
sourcing, one could almost be forgiven 
for thinking that supermarkets are 
trying really hard to mend their fuel- 
guzzling, community-wrecking ways. 
All the major supermarkets are 
beginning to respond to the increased 
consumer interest in the fate of local 
communities and producers by 
launching local or at least regional 
sourcing initiatives. Reading through 
their policies is an almost heart- 
warming experience, with a plethora of 
pledges to buy Lancashire tomatoes, 
Cornish vegetables, Cotswold lamb, 
Welsh mountain lamb etc. Tesco's 
Locally Grown range apparently shows 
which county products are from, with 
some products even naming the farm. 
It all sounds rather belated, but well- 
intentioned. But what does it mean in 
reality? 


Miniscule Quantities 


I went to the nearest Tesco to see this 
cutting-edge idea of local sourcing in 
action. Not to shop, you understand, 
just to look. In theory, there should be 
2100 locally produced lines somewhere 
in Tesco stores in Britain. Could I find 
anything local? Er, no, actually. A few 
bits of meat plastered in Union Jack 
stickers was about it. I phoned the 
shop later, to ask when they would be 
bringing the marvellous Locally Grown 
range into stock. ‘Ooh, sorry, I've no 
idea’ said the lady at the other end, ‘T'll 
put you through to personnel’. Sorry? 
Since when have personnel been 
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responsible for recruiting locally grown 
vegetables? Hmm. 


But perhaps only those who needlessly 
drive to out-of-town stores are graced 
with the Locally Grown range, and 
mere mortals who live near Tesco 
Metros are presumed to be townies who 
think milk comes from a tanker 
anyway. Yet I found no evidence of 
labelled local produce in the nearest 
out-of town Tesco either. 


Sustain, (The Alliance for Better Food 
and Farming), has also found rather 
minimal levels of local stocking in 
supermarkets around the country. 
Looking at products such as bread, 
cheese, beef, mineral water and apples 
in a selection of stores around the 
country, they found that out of 2075 
products surveyed, only 79, or 4%’, 
were sourced locally. Even this is being 
generous considering that these 
products are the most basic ones in a 
supermarket, and therefore the easiest 
to source locally, and that most of the 
local bread was from in-store bakeries, 
so there is no guarantee that any of the 
ingredients were locally sourced. It's 
certainly early days for local food (or at 
least it is when you are as hard-of- 
ecological-thinking as 
a supermarket), but 
this is not impressive. 
Local food doesn't 
seem all that new- 
fangled, yet Asda's 
target (which is at least 
defined, in contrast to 
others) is just two per 
cent of sales!” 


Locally Produced, 
Excessively 
Transported 


Even if you do manage 
to locate some local 
produce in a 
supermarket, the 
chances are it has been 
half way round the 
country before it has 
reached the shelves. A 
noted example is the 


St. Merryn Meat abattoir and 
processing plant in Cornwall, much 
used for meat exports and by Tesco. 
Even when animals are reared the 
other side of the country, they have to 
be taken to Cornwall to be killed. Of 
course this is a serious animal welfare 
problem, but it is also questioable on 
climate change and pollution grounds. 
It hardly needs adding that disease is 
spread around the country much 
quicker when long distance transport 
of livestock takes place. In addition, 
when it was decided that St. Merryn 
would have such an increase in trade, 
its facilities expanded greatly, and 
presumably so did the volume of 
offcuts, effluents and smells associated 
with abattoirs. These are much better 
dealt with in much smaller quantities 
in different locations, if at all. Yet the 
supermarkets I have spoken with seem 
to be quite outspoken in their pride at 
seeking out small producers and 
stretching them to provide for most of 
the country's stomachs. Certainly 
producers can reap short-term benefits 
from rapid expansion, but they have 
all the further to fall if they fall foul of 
supermarkets’ notoriously picky 
quality control whims. 


' The Sustain Local Food Survey 


; Sustain chose eight supermarket goods on the basis of ease of sampling in 

| store and presence in the average shopping basket: apples, cheese (cheddar 

I but noting local varieties), tomatoes, water (1 litre bottles still/sparkling), 

l white bread loaf, fresh beef steak, pork pies, potatoes. The survey was carried 


l out during September/October 2000 in 


supermarkets in the south-west and 


, South-east of England, the Midlands, Wales, southern Scotland and the 

1 Highlands and Islands. Researchers noted the address of suppliers (if listed) 
I and were required to judge what is ‘local’ based on what they thought 

l customers ‘perception’ of local would be, and to classify other products as 


i regional, national or imported. 


l Sustain contacted local suppliers and directories in the six areas to ascertain 
whether the foods chosen for the survey were being produced locally. Foods 
; in all the categories were being produced within each region, and most were 


1 available locally to each supermarket. 


The researchers found that the products most sourced locally were bread, 

1 cheese and water, but this included in-store bakery bread so may not be 

I indicative of truly local sourcing of ingredients. No local or regional apples 

l were seen in the survey being sold as such. No local beef was seen being sold 


l as such. 


Company No. stores|No. products|No. local|No. regional] No. imports 
surveyed surveyed| (Glocal)|(% regional)| (% imports) 

| Asda] 5| 345| 21: (6% 28 (8%)| 76 (22%) 
| Co-op} é 199| 7(4%)|  19(10%)| _ 24(12% 


Somerfield 


I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I| Tcelan| 5 
i ~ o s 
i ~ a l 
| S t99 
| a | iy 
I 

i EA 
J | 3 


2075 


Of course, the less processing a 
product needs, the fewer miles it will 
cover, yet even mud-caked organic 
eco-carrots which aren't in a plastic 
bag and were grown two miles away 
(try finding them in a supermarket) 
will have been to a regional 
distribution centre. Each supermarket 
has only a few of these - for example 
Sainsburys has only 12 centres which 
distribute chilled goods - meaning 
even locally-produced food must go 
somewhere non-local before it returns 
to the store. 


Totals 


Some chains are finally wising up to 
the ludicrousness of this, such as 
Somerfield, which gave its Cotswolds 
customers the choice of buying a 
turkey 'direct' from local farmers at 
Christmas. Very nice of them, but why 
not cut out the middleman? Why 
involve Somerfield at all? Asda also 
claims to be the first supermarket to 
hold farmers' markets in its car parks. 
It's certainly a better use for them than 
parking cars, but it seems a little ironic 
for farmers' markets to be using (and 
presumably paying for) supermarkets’ 
space, when farmers’ markets are 
largely a response to the supermarket 
and processor-led destruction of 


farming. 


It is possible that supermarkets will go 
further with the idea of reducing food 
miles, as some have mentioned getting 
farmers to deliver directly to stores. 
There are certainly enough miles to 
reduce: Co-op transport covers over 
400 000 miles each week in the UK, 
whilst Sainsburys is proud of its record 
in reducing road transport by an 
estimated 3.27 million kilometres per 
year since April 1997!* The idea of 
getting direct-to-store deliveries is 
fairly sensible in itself, but it could 
become yet another way for the 
supermarkets to offload costs onto 
already hard-pressed farmers. 


Local To Whom? 


Perhaps the most irritating thing about 
the whole affair is that supermarkets 
don't know what the word local means. 
According to the many regulatory 
bodies and supermarkets I conversed 
with, there is no legal standard 
definition of what can be sold as local 
produce, which seems to lead to a 
conflation of the words British, 
regional and local. For comparison, we 
could use the standard measurement 


of ‘local’ from farmers’ markets: except 
in London, where local food 
production is little and far-between, 
farmers' markets see 30-40 miles 
radius as the boundary of what is local. 


In contrast, only a handful of the 
supermarkets’ local food strategies 
work this way. Sainsburys at least 
realises this and has tried to source 
food regionally rather than locally, yet 
there are still two major problems with 
its claims. Firstly, these ‘regions’ are 
basically Wales, Scotland and the 
South West of England. It seems that 
the rest of us will have to unite behind 
a flag and a language before we get 
equal attention paid to regionally 
sourced food. Second, once a product 
is identified as ripe for marketing, 
purchasing and expansion, it tends to 
get sold in stores all over the UK, 
meaning that it is regional for 
somebody, but not for the majority of 
customers. 


The Bottom Line 


Sorting out these problems, though 
difficult, might be possible if it wasn't 
for that old chestnut 'shareholder 
returns’. No PLC superstore chain is 
legally allowed to eat into its huge 
profits to improve its environmental or 
social record simply out of goodwill: it 
must be serving a return-increasing 
purpose. This is currently the case 
with local food stocking, which is 
largely PR-based and includes little of 
substance unless local is interpreted as 
British. Supermarkets are incapable of 
dealing with short distances and small 
producers and processors because they 
rely on economies of scale for their 
profits. There is some possibility that 
in spite of all of this, they would make 
substantial moves towards stocking 
more local food if enough people 
pressured them, but this leaves all the 
other problems with supermarkets 
untouched. What will we have 
achieved if supermarkets just switch to 
ripping off local farmers instead of 
distant ones? How will stocking local 
food make supermarket jobs more 
rewarding? How will it bring back the 
independent stores which have been 
put out of business, or ensure that 
money stays in the local community? 
The simple answer is that it will not. 
Supermarkets are as inexcusable as 
ever. 

1. Sustain, Local Food Sourcing - PR Or The 
Real Thing?, unpublished report, April 
2001, p.10 

2. ibid, p.4 

3. www.co-op.co.uk, viewed 10th May 2001. 


4. J. Sainsbury plc. Environmental Report 
2000, p. 10 
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CAMPAIGNS 


No Borders Close Campsfield Camp 


The Close Campsfield Campaign has set up 
a protest camp outside the Campsfield 
Immigrtion Detention Centre near Oxford. 
They are successfully putting the wind up 
Group 4, who run the centre, and have so 
far made several incursions into the 
compound, including several people 
climbing onto the roof of a building. A hole 
mysteriously appeared in the perimeter 
fence but was unfortunately noticed by 
Group 4 before it could be used. Noise 
demos and graffiti actions are ongoing - the 
signs leading to the site have been 
subverted to read 'Campsfield Prison' and 
there has been considerable local press 
interest. More people are needed to keep 
the camp going (it's in a pleasant field, with 
trees and access to running water, very 
nice), but donations of banners, useful tat, 
food etc. are also welcome. 


Site mobile: 0781 3552570 


Balfour Beatty in hot water 


May 2nd saw a landmark victory for the 
campaign against the Ilisu Dam project in 
south east Turkey, with protesters 
dominating the annual general meeting of 
Balfour Beatty and some institutional 
investors supporting a Friends of the Earth 
resolution against the company’s 
involvement in the scheme. The dam itself 
has been the subject of increasing 
controversy as it will displace 78,000 
Kurdish people from their homes and 
destroy the ancient city of Hasankeyf. 


Protesting share-holders from a remarkable 
variety of groups turned up for the AGM. 
Questioning was dominated by protesters 
who massively outnumbered all other 
shareholders, the board and hotel staff. The 
first session was devoted to company 
matters other than the Ilisu Dam project. 
Shareholders asked searching questions on 
issues ranging from bribery and corruption 
charges in Lesotho and the United States, to 
the company's ethical and environmental 
policies (Balfour's ethical policy would 
easily fit on the back of a postcard), to the 
Birmingham Northern Relief Road. 


A separate session was set aside for 
questioning on the special resolution and 
the Ilisu dam. The resolution, calling on 
the company to adopt the recommendations 
of a report by the World Commission on 
Dams, would effectively bar Balfour from 
taking part in the Ilisu dam. 


At the end of the meeting, campaigners 
were overjoyed to learn that preliminary 
results suggested the FoE motion had 
around 14 million votes, and over 75 million 
had abstained - this would give it 16% of the 
vote, the largest proportion ever achieved 
by a shareholder resolution in the UK. But 
the story ended with a bizarre twist. Later 
that day Balfour announced that there had 
been a mix-up in the voting. The three 
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institutional investors who supported 
Friends of the Earth's resolution had made 
a mistake, they claimed, having accidentally 
ticked the wrong box on the polling form. 
The alleged errors were quickly rectified 
after phone calls from Balfour's company 
secretary to the fund managers in question. 
No behind the scenes arm-twisting there, 
then. 


Ilisu Dam Campaign: www.ilisu.gn.apc.org, 
ilisu@gn.apc.org, tel. 01865 200550 


Premier Oil AGM 


At Premier Oil's AGM on May 16th the 
board faced criticism from both 
institutional and private shareholders. 
After last year's challenges over human 
rights and environment issues in Burma, 
the company hired PR consultants EQ 
Management to conduct a social audit. No 
one was impressed by this move and the 
board was forced to admit that EQ was not 
actually qualified to carry out parts of it. EQ 
Management failed to take into account that 
that the audit was made in a repressive 
political environment and also failed to 
consult refugees displaced from the area of 
Premiers Oil's pipeline. Premier Oil was 
also criticised for plans to drill in a Pakistan 
national park. 


Contact www.burmacampaign.co.uk 0207 
281 73 77. 


Feeding or Fooling the World? 


Some of the events that took place around 
the World Agriculture 2020 Conference at 
the John Innes Centre in Norwich. Tickets 
were £300 which made this debate on the 
future of agriculture rather an exclusive 
affair, so alternative events took place. 


Public meeting organised by the 2020 
Vision collective 


Wednesday 18th saw a highly charged 
public meeting - 'Feeding or Fooling the 
World' - with speakers such as the Indian 
trade and agriculture journalist, Devinder 
Sharma, two women farmers from the 
Deccan Development Group from South 
India, Patrick Mulvany from the ITDG and 


surprise guest, Percy Schmeiser, the 
Canadian canola farmer who was 
successfully sued by Monsanto for 


supposedly planting GM crops on his land 
without a license agreement. Percy is 
appealling against the decision and plans to 
countersue for damage to his crops by 
Monsanto's genetic material. Further 
details on www.percyschmeiser.com 


On Thursday evening protesters assembled 
outside the dining room of the Sainsbury 
Centre at the University of East Anglia, 
where the John Innes Centre were wining 
and dining pro-GM conference delegates 
behind the Centre's huge plate glass wall. 
Protesters scaled the building and let down 
two massive banners, facing inwards 
towards the big window. One demonstrator 


reported how at one point during the 
evening, an African delegate was handed a 
bun, looked quizzically at it, then up at the 
big ‘bio-hazard’ banner, before finally 
exchanging a grin with protesters. 


Moon Bush in Gothenburg! 


The next European Council meeting will be 
held in Gothenburg in Sweden. The focus 
will be the enlargement of the EU and 
sustainable development. In connection 
with the EU meeting, US President George 
W. Bush will come to Gothenburg on the 
14th of June for an EU-US summit meeting. 


Goteborgsaktionen 2001, a broad coalition 
of organisations, has been formed to protest 
against the militarisation of the EU; the 
constitutionalisation of the EU's neoliberal 
policies; the Schengen treaty and the 
development of ‘Fortress Europe’; the 
privatisation of services and the 
commodification of the environment. They 
are arranging a counter conference from 
13th-17th of June with speakers from all 
over the world. On the 15th a huge protest 
meeting will be held 'as close to the EU 
meeting as possible’ and on the 16th a 
demonstration with several blocks (divided 
up according to political focus) will go 
through Goteborg. There are also rumours 
circulating that the world's biggest mass 
mooning action will take place to honour 
the arrival of Mr Bush. 


If you are interested in joining be the 
biggest ever international protest gathering 
in Sweden, look at www.gbg2001.org, e- 
mail info@gbg2001.org or call 0046 
736760525. 


Genetix RoundUp™ 


Two of the three planned GM farm-scale 
trials in Wales were called off last month 
after landowner Tony Marlow, a former 
Conservative MP, pulled out, citing 
‘misinformation’ and mixed messages from 
the government. Marlow had faced massive 
objections from local organic growers who 
were worried about the prospect of cross- 
pollination damaging the status of their 
crops. The trial at Wolston in Warwickshire, 
just 2 miles from the Henry Doubleday 
Research Association (HDRA) experimental 
organic gardens at Ryton, has also been 
called off after an intense campaign which 
saw MP Alan Simpson calling for direct 
action against the crop if planted. 


Of the 13 National Seed List small-scale 
trials planted this year by Aventis, two have 
failed and a further six have been destroyed 
by pixies, leaving just five still in the 
ground. 


More info on GM crops and details of all 
farm-scale trials: www.gm-info.org.uk 


Hastings alliance launched 


Leading environment and_ transport 
organisations, backed by a combined 
membership of almost 2 million, have 
joined together to fight plans to build two 
bypasses around Hastings. The Hastings 
Alliance is calling on Deputy Prime 
Minister, John Prescott, (or his successor 
after the election) to refuse permission for 


the schemes to go ahead. As well as 
damaging three SSSIs and an Area of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty, the bypasses 
look set to make a nonsense of current 
traffic flows (diverting local traffic from 
main roads into residential areas) and do 
severe damage to local public transport - the 
‘multi-modal’ study of the area’s transport 
needs concluded that building the bypasses 
could cut public transport use by up to 60%, 
leading to cuts in services and severe 
problems for those Hastings residents, 
particularly pensioners, who do not have 
cars. 


The Hastings Alliance is also opposing the 
planned out-of-town business park and 
large housing development which would 
accompany the bypasses and which are 
predicted to take jobs out of Hastings and 
Bexhill. Nick Bingham from the campaign 
said, ‘We're not just anti-bypass, we want 
real regeneration for Hastings. The 
bypasses would be a waste of public money 
which could be used elsewhere to benefit 
local people.’ 


Contacts: Nick Bingham (Hastings Alliance) 
07768 193900, 


Exploited Cointreau workers 
occupy plantation 


Peasant farmers and union members 
working for Guacimal SA (a partly-owned 
subsidiary of French drinks manufacturer 
Remy Cointreau) are occupying the 
company's orange plantation in Northern 
Haiti. 

At the beginning of October 2000, the 
plantation workers registered as a union 
and sent a list of its grievances and requests 
for improvements in wages and working 
conditions to the Guacimal management. 
However, no negotiations took place. After 
a strike between mid December and the end 
of February, issues flared up again around 
the sharing out of plots of plantaion land for 
growing vegetables in the off-season from 
the end of April. At the close of the harvest 
season, the plantation overseer ordered the 
watchmen to discriminate against union 
members when the land parcels were 
distributed. After further provoocation, the 
union then allied itself with a recently 
formed planters’ association composed of 
local farmers and occupied the Guacimal 
plantation on 27 April. They have declared 
they will no longer share half of their 
harvest with the plantation supervisors as 
had been the custom in the past, nor will 
they take orders from the present overseer 
or watchmen; and though they have no 
intention of cutting down the orange trees, 
the management of Guacimal SA would be 
wise to negotiate an agreement with them. 


ACTION: The Haiti Support Group is 
calling for people to write to Rémy 
Cointreau expressing the urgent need for 
the Guacimal SA management to negotiate 
a settlement with the Syndicat des Ouvriers 
de Guacimal St. Raphaël and the planters’ 
association. Please write or email to: 
Dominique Hériard Dubreuil Rémy 
Cointreau 152, avenue des Champs-Elysées, 
75008 Paris FRANCE Email: 
joelle.jezequel@remy-cointreau.com 


Full Editorial 
Control? 


A cautionary tale from media Babylon... 


A couple of months ago Bristol based video 
activists, i-Contact video network were 
approached by WarkClements (a Glasgow 
based production company headed by BBC 
‘Newsnight’ supremo Kirsty Wark) to 
contribute a 3.5-minute film on the subject 
of subvertising. They were looking for 
‘anarchic’ content for an alternative news 
pilot show called 'alt.news@4'. i-Contact 
say they were promised ‘full editorial 
control’; the Channel 4 commissioning 
editor claimed they would never have 
offered this. 


Whether or not they had been promised 
control, i-Contact quickly found it being 
eroded. They were told at the start not to 
target individual corporations for fear of 
redress, which they interpreted as an order 
not to pick on individual multinationals. It 
slowly emerged that they couldn't target 
any corporations at all. i-Contact 
submitted a list of corporate images for the 
film: C4's refusal makes interesting 
reading. 


Example 1- Image: Tory v. Labour - 
Reason: Coca Cola would probably take 
exception. 


Example 2 - Image: 
No Escape from 
Slow Death - 
Reason: Nescafe 
would freak 


It soon became 
apparent that only 
the most watered 
down images could 
be used 'just to be 
on the safe side'. 
Another idea - a 
montage of shots 
with billboards 
morphing from ads 
to digitally altered 
subverts was instantly vetoed with no 
discussion by the commissioning editor. 


At this stage i-Contact were still going 
along with it. Next they followed a bunch 
of Billboard Liberation folk in Bristol and 
filmed them at work. C4's legal 
department approved a roughcut of this 
version, including a shot in which a 
billboard was pulled down by a rope. 


A couple of weeks later a second roughcut, 
with only minor changes to content, was 
handed in. Just days away from the final 
edit the legal department wrote back 
requesting a two-page list of changes, some 
of them quite significant, including 
removing the shot of the falling billboard. 
WarkClements agreed that the changes 
should have been spotted first time round 
and C4's legal department had cocked up. 

i-Contact agreed to make all changes 
except removing the shot of the falling 
billboard, which they felt was crucial to the 


message of the film. No way, said C4. All 
changes must be made. i-Contact weren't 
impressed, ‘We felt that C4 had given us 
two options - comply with their demands 
and submit a shite watered down film or 
withdraw the film’. They decided to pull it, 
and to circulate the story on the web. 


One site where the story appeared was 
Indymedia, where commissioning editor 
Jess Search took the right to reply to 
present her side of the story. She pointed 
out that some of the cuts requested were to 
remove material not be permitted under 
the Independent Television Commission 
(ITC) regulations. A quick scan through 
the code suggests she was referring to 
article 5.1, banning material which appears 
‘to encourage or incite crime’. The ITC 
code appears to have been written by the 
same people drafting Home Office 
legislation, for example, article 5.3 reads: 
‘Terrorist or criminal activity Particular 
care is required with a programme which 
carries the views of people or organisations 
who use or advocate the use of violence or 
other criminal activity...to attain political 
or other ends. Programmes must not give 
the impression of condoning criminal 
activity, even (or especially) where its 
seriousness may not be accepted or 
recognised in every section of society. (See 
Appendix 4 - Terrorism Act UK 2000).’ 


The ITC guidelines were not the only issue. 
Ms. Search goes on, ‘given the nature of the 
item, [the legal advice] inevitably included 
advice on criminal behaviour, defamation, 
copyright and fairness.’ In other words, the 
i-Contact film, harmless though it appears 
compared to what you can see on TV any 
night of the week, would get C4’s asses 
sued off and probably lose them some 
advertising cash. 


Whichever way you cast this story: ‘Defiant 
video activists refuse to submit to 
mainstream sleaze’ or ‘Naive vid-warriors 
“shocked” by media codes’, it demonstrates 
yet again that every second of content on 
mainstream TV is subject to the whims of 
advertisers and logo-owners, as well as to 
the paranoid dictates of the state. 
Objectivity, anyone? 


Can you taste 
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New on the Corporate 
Watch website: 


Corporate Watch is now running fortnightly news 
updates on www.corporatewatch.org.uk. The 
updates will shortly also be available on email - 
write to mail@corproatewatch.org to subscribe to 
this service (free, but donations always welcome). 
Some of the news items and articles from the last 
two months are included in the newsletter, others 
were topical and are now out of date. Articles 
which may be of interest to newsletter subscribers 
are listed below - paper copies may be obtained 
from us for 50p per three articles or less (i.e. 
three articles = 50p, five articles = £1). Articles 
are from 500-2000 words long. 


Cock-ups and hand-outs 


The British public may be forced to refund 
up to £5bn of tax to overseas corporations 
including AstraZeneca, Monsanto, 
Siemens, Total Oil and Deutsche Bank in 
the light of an EU ruling on corporation 
tax. 


Biotech backlash 


The biotechnology industry has weighed 
into the election debate with a 'manifesto' 
saying they effectively want to ban protest 
against companies. Ostensibly aimed at 
‘violent animal rights activists’, the 
Bioindustry Association aims to make it an 


offence to ‘organise a campaign purely to 
attempt to cause the demise of a legitimate 
business’. 


Brief Guide to the FTAA 


In April 34 American leaders signed a 
treaty effectively allowing corporations a 
free hand in the Western hemisphere 
(excluding Cuba) Tens of thousands turned 
up to protest. Corporate Watch takes a 
look at what all the fuss was about. 


Book Reviews: 
Managing Activism 


(Denise Deegan, Managing Activism Kogan 
Page, Institute of Public Relations 2001). 
Review and analysis by Derek Wall on how 
PR attempts to co-opt anti-corporate 
activists, and how to fight back. 


IBM and the Holocaust 


Edwin Black's history of information 
technology in WWII shows how IBM 
provided the technology that rounded up 
Eastern Europe's Jews, homosexuals and 
Gypsies for extermination, earning its 
chairman a Third Reich medal in the 
process. History for the ‘information age’. 


www.corporatewatch.org.uk 
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Diary 


JUNE 


Tues 12 José Bové and François Dufour launch their 
new book The World is Not For Sale. 7:30pm, Camden 
Center, Judd Street, near King's Cross Station. Contact 
Gavin at Verso Books, Tel: 0207-437-3546. 


Thurs 14 José Bové and François Dufour talk about 
the impact of globalisation on local communities and 
farmers.6:30 pm University of East Anglia - Lecture 
Theatre 2, Admission free. Buffet (£3.50) of local 
produce. 01953 889100 flink@gn.apc.org . 


Thurs 14 - Sat 16 European Union meeting in Gothen- 
burg, Sweden. See article in ‘Campaigns’ 


Sat 16 - Mon 25 Counter Conference in Barcelona. 
The World Bankers aren't coming to play in Barcelona 
anymore, but the protests will continue. wwwj25.org 


Tues 19 Resistance at work meeting. Safety above all 
- stop so called accidents at work. Speakers include 
UCATT and Building Worker Group and other safety 
campaigns. 7.30pm at Wood Green Labour Club, 
Stuart Crescent, N22. Organised by Haringey 
Solidarity Group http://hsg.cupboard.org 


Wed 20 Online-demonstration against the deportation 
business. German Airlines Lufthansa are used for the 
deportation of asylum seekers. This is a call to block 
the Lufthansa website: if a lot of people log on at the 
same time, the entrance to the page can be blocked. 
contact: online-demo@gmx.net 0049 177 5029083 


Thurs 21 Global Solstice Even.t In protest at George W. 
Bush's energy policies there will be a voluntary rolling 
blackout on the first day of summer, at 7pm - 10pm 
in any time zone turn your lights out and unplug 
whatever you can in your house. 


Mon 25 Day Of 
june25@shacusa.net 


Mon 25 - Tues 26 Starbucks Days of Action to 
pressure the mega corp to stop using GM products, 
improve working conditions and use fair trade coffee. 
Contact: www.organicconsumers.org/starbucks email: 
simon@organicconsumers.org 


Sat 30 Statewatching the new Europe: international 
conference on the state, civil liberties and secrecy 
University of London Students Union, Malet St., 
London. Statewatch 0208 802 1882 
www.statewatch.org 


Sat 30 Protest march against GM foods being grown 
in Wivenhoe. Meet 12:00 at Wivenhoe station 
mclarkc@essex.ac.uk for more info 


JULY 


Sun 1 - Tues 3 Protests against the World Economic 
Forum (WEF) and the right-wing populistic Austrian 
Government, Salzburg, Austria. www.antiweforg 


Wed 11 Day of Action against Exxon and their UK 
subsidaries, in London. Contact dringo12@hotmail 


Sat 14 Global Boycott of Procter & Gamble. Uncaged 
www.uncaged.co.uk 0114 253 0020 


Mon 16 - Fri 27 UN Climate change talks in Bonn, 
Germany www.risingtide.de 


Mon 16 National Day of Action about Climate Change 
to coincide with the beginning of the above 
Conference www.risingtide.org.uk 


Sat 21 Friends of the Earth International Day of 
Action, for post-Kyoto talks in Bonn. FoE are 
contemplating organising a coach to Bonn, departing 
from Leeds or Manchester. Contact Alex @ FoE 
(Climate Team), 26 Underwood St, London N1 7JQ, 
0207 566 1673 or email alexp@foe.co.uk 


Sat 21 - Mon 23 G8 Summit, Genoa. 


Action Against Novartis 
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